From: Allison Gillard

To: Megan Wood

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting

Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 8:11:47 PM
Good evening,

| am writing to voice my opposition to the redistricting map a. Thisisanonsensical map as it
gives north auburn no voice at the table. It separates the wrong communities. Thisis not what
is best for our counties people. Thiswill lead to even worse representation then what wein
north auburn currently have. Please consider a new map that gives north auburn the voice it
requires.

Thank you.
"Perhaps today",

Allison Gillard
Romans 13:11-12
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Draft Map Alternative Hybrid 2.0 — South County Inset
November 23, 2021
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From: Lisa Larkin

To: Amber Beckler; Jane Christenson; Dennis Decelle; Clayton Cook; Steve Pedretti; Jennifer Byous
Cc: Julia Sweeney; Wayne Nader; Sue Colbert; Megan Wood

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Redistricting Commission Requested 4th Map - Hybrid 2.0

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 2:49:28 PM

Resending this with additional comments and since | have a new contact for Nikki's replacement.

In addition to my below message, | see there is now, yet another MAP Z that was just posted by Staff.
Why did you have time to create a new map, but not include they Hybrid map which had the public
support to the staff report. You are still separating a community of interest in Roseville and you are still
dividing Rocklin.

Please explain why they Hybrid, after having support from staff as a good map, why Gore fully supported
it, and the public overwhelmingly supported it, is it being intentionally excluded?

Lisa Larkin

On Saturday, December 4, 2021, 01:03:38 PM PST, Lisa Larkin <lcubed2004@yahoo.com> wrote:

Hello Placer County Staff!

| just reviewed the staff report for the December 7th redistricting packet.

Why are the Hybrid 2.0 options not included? They were evaluated and presented by staff as valid maps
that met the requirements and presented to the BOS at the last meeting. There was

overwhelming support from the public for these maps.

The agenda calls for the possibility of rescinding map A and selecting from the other maps. Since you
have already presented the maps as viable to the BOS, they should have been included in the staff
report.

Thank you,

Lisa

Sent from Yahoo for iPhone

On Tuesday, November 23, 2021, 8:24 AM, Amber Beckler <zagnut@hotmail.com> wrote:

Hi County Redistricting Team,
At the final public hearing on Nov 10th, the commissioners voted unanimously to
recommend Maps A, C2, the Hybrid map and a 4th map to the Board of

Supervisors for the November 30th public hearing.

The commission asked us to come together to develop a 4th map that integrated
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elements of the county generated maps A and C2 along with the public
generated Hybrid map plus "tweaks" based on feedback received during the
hearing from residents and the commissioners. Since the meeting between
County staff and the community-based collaborative map team was cancelled,
we went ahead and developed the 4th map which truly is a "unicorn map" that
balances all feedback.

The 4th map is called Hybrid 2.0 and is included in the attached package (with
two options). The Hybrid 2.0 map key highlights are outlined below.

Baseline requirements met

e Meets all state and federal requirements

e Achieves population parity of 5% or less deviation

e Adheres to County driven criteria to the extent possible

e Takes a regional focus representing the diverse mix of rural/ag and
suburban/city along with planned growth in the next 10 years and
recognizes specific plans

e Aligns Communities of Interest, preserves distinct neighborhoods and
follows census designated areas, preserves cities

e Balances districts with incorporated and unincorporated

e More compact districts and eliminates carve-outs and minimizes peninsulas

Integrated feedback from community leaders across the County

e Keeps Lincoln, Rocklin, Loomis whole

e Preserves Roseville across 3 districts

e Aligns Loomis with Newcastle and Penryn and kept together

e Preserves West Roseville Community of Interest

e Fach district has unincorporated and incorporated population and
preserves strong rural/ag presence

e Sunset Area Plan is contained in one district

e District supervisor span of responsibility is balanced across cities, rural
areas and specific plans

On behalf of the collaborative public map team, we greatly appreciate that the
public feedback is being included and recommended to the Board of Supervisors
in this 4th map (Hybrid 2.0). Please reach out if you have any questions.

Sue - if you can please share this with all of the commissioners.
Megan - | will send a separate email with you on copy to all of the supervisors.
Dennis - | can send you the GIS boundaries under a separate email.



Sincerely,
Amber Beckler



From: Lisa Larkin

To: Amber Beckler; Jane Christenson; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle; Clayton Cook; Steve Pedretti
Cc: Julia Sweeney; Wayne Nader; Sue Colbert; Megan Wood

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Redistricting Commission Requested 4th Map - Hybrid 2.0

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 1:03:51 PM

Hello Placer County Staff!
| just reviewed the staff report for the December 7th redistricting packet.

Why are the Hybrid 2.0 options not included? They were evaluated and presented by staff as
valid maps that met the requirements and presented to the BOS at the last meeting. There was
overwhelming support from the public for these maps.

The agenda calls for the possibility of rescinding map A and selecting from the other maps.
Since you have aready presented the maps as viable to the BOS, they should have been
included in the staff report.

Thank you,

Lisa

Sent from Y ahoo for iPhone

On Tuesday, November 23, 2021, 8:24 AM, Amber Beckler <zagnut@hotmail.com> wrote:

Hi County Redistricting Team,

At the final public hearing on Nov 10th, the commissioners voted unanimously to
recommend Maps A, C2, the Hybrid map and a 4th map to the Board of
Supervisors for the November 30th public hearing.

The commission asked us to come together to develop a 4th map that integrated
elements of the county generated maps A and C2 along with the public
generated Hybrid map plus "tweaks" based on feedback received during the
hearing from residents and the commissioners. Since the meeting between
County staff and the community-based collaborative map team was cancelled,
we went ahead and developed the 4th map which truly is a "unicorn map" that
balances all feedback.

The 4th map is called Hybrid 2.0 and is included in the attached package (with
two options). The Hybrid 2.0 map key highlights are outlined below.
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Baseline requirements met

e Meets all state and federal requirements

e Achieves population parity of 5% or less deviation

e Adheres to County driven criteria to the extent possible

e Takes a regional focus representing the diverse mix of rural/ag and
suburban/city along with planned growth in the next 10 years and
recognizes specific plans

e Aligns Communities of Interest, preserves distinct neighborhoods and
follows census designated areas, preserves cities

e Balances districts with incorporated and unincorporated

e More compact districts and eliminates carve-outs and minimizes peninsulas

Integrated feedback from community leaders across the County

e Keeps Lincoln, Rocklin, Loomis whole

e Preserves Roseville across 3 districts

e Aligns Loomis with Newcastle and Penryn and kept together

e Preserves West Roseville Community of Interest

e Fach district has unincorporated and incorporated population and
preserves strong rural/ag presence

e Sunset Area Plan is contained in one district

e District supervisor span of responsibility is balanced across cities, rural
areas and specific plans

On behalf of the collaborative public map team, we greatly appreciate that the
public feedback is being included and recommended to the Board of Supervisors
in this 4th map (Hybrid 2.0). Please reach out if you have any questions.

Sue - if you can please share this with all of the commissioners.
Megan - | will send a separate email with you on copy to all of the supervisors.
Dennis - | can send you the GIS boundaries under a separate email.

Sincerely,
Amber Beckler



From: marie salers

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Map A
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 3:16:36 PM

Hi, Please rethink approving Map A in redistricting our county. Marie Salers, 1535 Gingersnap LN, Lincoln
95648
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From: MO

To: Megan Wood; Melissa O"Harra; David Cox
Subject: [EXTERNAL] new maps without citizen input of our land and neighborhoods.
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 3:27:36 PM

Please throw out thenew Map A; A grave error occurs if the board members(Placer
County Board of Supervisors) arethe ONL:Y ones with the pencil to draw the new ling;
the line around your town, city block, acre, home, school, supermarket........ and begin to
include citizens/neighbors to these meetings with the population that cares enough about these
sort of things. UNDERHANDED and FRAUDULENT actions as, before; THisishow
Northern Californialosestheir water to Southern Califor nia....an unhealthy amount of
politicians sought to make newcomers happy; they can smell our air and live here-- and they
will all have brand new sewers! | bet they will be thrilled to move her for that reason; on the
other hand, the hands that are voted into office to bear our(townspeople) best resolve in

mind; decided to go ahead and re-map the map lines without the population even being aware
the lines were being drawn. It takes 455 people to control 300, 000,000 of us!

Tear up that map A (map without a citizen input or acknowledgement of NEW
BOUNDARIES ))))or the Board may be asked to steip down for dereliction of duties. Also
because we can remove al of them from their office -- wait until this hits the fan!

Thank you for your time.

Hereisthe story: https://goldcountrymedia.com/news/213281/supes-can-right-the-wrong-
districting-decision-this-tuesday/

Cheers,
Melissa O'Harra
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From: Missy B

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] KEEP CITIES AND RURAL TOGETHER
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 1:29:27 PM

Please do not be like the GOP red states agenda! Californiais better than that and we welcome
diversity!

Michele Bohrer
400 Plover Ct, Lincoln, CA 95648
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From: Nancy Kahn

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 2:45:33 PM

I am opposed to the approval of Map A the Placer County Board of Supervisors approved on November
30. The Board, specifically Supervisors Weygandt and Holmes seem to have total disregard of public
input in the redistricting process and decided to do it "their way". | am an 18 year resident of Rocklin
and nothing has made me more disgusted than the decision this Board has made.

Nancy Kahn
2412 Horseshoe Ct, Rocklin, CA 95765
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From: Nicki S Kominek

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Throw out Map A
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 3:38:32 PM

To the Board of Supervisors,

throw out Map A and keep cities and rural communities together and respect the

voters!
Nicki Kominek
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From: Parry Lustgarten

To: Board Clerk; Suzanne Jones; Supervisor Gore; jimholmes@placer.ca.gov; Supervisor Gustafson; Shanti Landon
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting Maps for Supervisorial Districts
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 1:36:07 PM

| am along-term resident and voter residing in District 4 of Roseville and have attended
meetings, called in commentary, and emailed the entire BOS for over six months regarding
the redistricting process which has become so controversial that it put Placer County in the
national news - and not in agood way! Hundreds of hours have been spent by concerned
citizens who collaborated with staff and the Redistricting Advisory Commission to generate
an important tool for our county. That entire lengthy process was an expensive and time-
consuming failure since the outcome was orchestrated from the outset. Map A indeed!
Gerrymandering is the only conclusion that can be reached to describe the intentions of the
Board with that map.

It is clear to many, the Supervisors once again ignored the efforts and concerns of their
constituents and selected a poorly crafted, staff-produced map(s) that totally ignored the
criteriarequired to keep our communities of interest together as well as keeping our
community of compact, contiguous districts.

Public comments during the 11/30/21 BOS's meeting, along with a barrage of individual and
group emails, supported the Hybrid maps produced by citizens groups. All to no avall
because the BOS once again showed no interest in supporting the actions of their constituents
and instead chose to look out for and enhance their own political agenda and keep their
strongholds.

The BOS has another opportunity to do theright thing for Placer County tomorrow. We
strongly urgeyou to consider implementing 2.P1C Hybrid and Hybrid 2.0 Option 1
which are publically supported and meet all the requirements of a well-balanced and
fair redistricting of our supervisorial districts.

This community is watching to see how the BOS behaves. Electionsin 2022 and 2024 will
certainly reflect on how the BOS acts now and in whose best interest - their own political
agenda or fairness for the community? It isimperative you do the right thing - implement
2.P1C Hybrid and Hybrid 2.0 Option 1.

Parry Lustgarten

H | Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From: Pat

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 3:42:39 PM

With respect for the many concerned citizens they represent, ask that our Supervisors reject Map A as drawn.
Most locals want each of our communities considered as awhole and NOT compartmentalized. These changes have

huge conseguences and should have more meaningful considerations before being finalized no matter how long it
takes.

Loomis Resident
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From: Patricia Calabrese

To: Megan Wood

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:30:36 PM
Hello.

| am writing to state my concern over map A and how it impacts residents of Rocklin and Loomis. The advisory
committee came up with better options, and I’'m hoping that these are brought back to the supervisors for approval.
Thank you.

Patricia Calabrese
3622 Clover Valey
Rocklin

Sent from my iPhone
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From: PV

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Districting
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 9:25:27 AM

| am a Rocklin resident and read an article by Joe Patterson that highlighted
several issues that | want to comment on in hopes that the Board of Supervisors
will consider what their constituents requests are regarding the community we
live in. | have included several of the issues in case you have not read the article
along with my comments.

Issue) The Board of Supervisors has a $1-billion annual budget and is primarily
responsible for addressing homelessness, libraries, veteran services, mental
health services, jail facilities and coordinating emergency services.

My comment) This is a huge responsibility and as | understand it the job should
address the concerns of the residents who currently live and pay taxes in this
area. While the issues that need addressing are complicated it is important to
remember that the quality of life for those of us who have worked long and hard
to live in this area should not be overlooked as important also. To find out that
the Board is largely dismissing what the people want is very concerning.

Issue) Instead, they (the Board) appointed an advisory committee of their
choosing and ultimately dismissed their recommendation and virtually all public
testimony. The approved map is very clearly against the will of the people. After
several months of hearings and receiving public input, their hand-picked
advisory commission recommended a map that incorporated public testimony
and would not split cities while also respecting rural areas.

Supervisor Jim Holmes made a motion that dismissed this process and adopted
the staff-created plan without changes requested by the public.

My comment) The Board of Supervisors are representatives of the people so
dismissing the will of the people is simply not in line with what you were elected
to do for this community.

Issue) Our supervisors allocated $28 million of those funds to install sewer
infrastructure in parts of the county that are largely uninhabited. While your kids
were stuck learning from a computer screen, your favorite business was closed
at the peak of the pandemic or you lost your job, our supervisors decided to
spend millions of dollars to get new people to move to Placer County rather than
helping residents who already live here and pay taxes. This should infuriate city
and rural residents alike.
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My comment) | understand planning for the future is necessary. However, during
the past two years ALL effort and funds should have been prioritized for people
in need and businesses that were hurting. Meeting the needs of the people
hurting now would seem the best course.

| respectfully request that the Board of Supervisors adopt a districting map that
respects the wishes of the people.

Thank you,
Patti Vine



From: Phil Russ

To: Bonnie Gore; Robert Weygandt; Jim Holmes; suzannejones@placer.ca; Cindy Gustafson
Cc: Megan Wood; Sue Colbert

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Comment for Redistricting Hearing Dec 07, 2021

Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:34:45 PM

Dear Supervisors,

| am writing this letter asking that you reconsider the Hybrid 2.0 Map Option 1 as the new
redistricting map since it meets all state and federal requirements, clearly meets the all other
objectives, and is supported by a large number of constituents and communities of interest
that you serve.

It seems that the Hybrid Map 2.0 Option 1 was the most discussed map in the most recent
meeting because it addresses the most important criteria of redistricting of the VRA and
follows the existing supervisorial districts as much as possible. Residents and city officials
spoke up in support of it.

In reviewing the redistricting objectives and everything else that needs to be considered, it
seems that Hybrid 2.0 Map Option 1 is the most obvious choice. It was good to see that two
of the five supervisors voted against Map A. The other 3 Supervisors seem to have voted
based on what appears to be based more on keeping things status quo versus reflecting the
current communities of interest.

Once again, | was surprised by the Board of Supervisors vote in light of public support and all
that was shared and known about each of the maps that were considered. | strongly
encourage you to reconsider the redistricting maps that were presented by County staff and
the public and represent your constituents by supporting the Hybrid Map 2.0 Option 1 on
December 7th.

Thank you,
Phil Russ
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From: Rachel Laforest

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: delete Map A -- it is irresponsible. It benefits the existing politicians, not the citizens.
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 10:34:57 AM

I'm requesting that Map A be deleted due to the way it gerrymanders!

Rachel LaForest
|af orestr@gmail.com
(916) 434-6459
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From: Rick Hetke

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors

Cc: Megan Wood

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting Vote on Dec. 7
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 9:55:35 PM

Dear Supervisors,

The preemptory 3 to 2 vote to tentatively adopt Map A on November 30" should be reversed
when the Board of Supervisors meets on December 711, It is your opportunity to prove you
aretruly representatives of the people of Placer County. Rejecting Map A and moving to
adopt the Hybrid 2.0 Map, created by the people of our county, will show your respect for the
people who elected you to office. The Hybrid Map meets all the requirements for properly
drawn district boundaries. Map A clearly does not. More importantly, it is the only map
overwhelmingly supported by the public - the public you represent. Please do not ignore the
work and the will of the people of Placer County.

Respectfully,

Richard Hetke

Lincoln
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From: sunqrl143

To: Jim Holmes; Robert Weygandt; Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FIX YOUR MISTAKE!
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 3:06:02 PM

Dear Placer County Supes,

Y ou made a bad decision, you are supposed to be an advocate for the people of this County
and your personal interests seem to be more important. Me, along with 500 of my neighbors
asked that you keep our city together and keep our best interests at heart. Y ou chose to deny
us. | don't understand what it is you have to gain by splitting our town but shame on you for
acting asif our voice doesn't matter. It matters! And you have a chance to fix your mistake on
Tuesday. Discard your personal agendaMap A and do what's right. Rocklin is watching you
and we will vote accordingly in 2022 and 2024. We deserve better.

Sincerely,
Rocklin resident
SandraLynch
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From: noreply@civicplus.com

To: Board Clerk

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 7:09:54 PM

Public Comment Submission

Please submit your Public Comment for the Tuesday, December, 7t", Board
of Supervisors Meeting here.

Name Sara Jones
Email (Optional) taddojones@gmail.com

Agenda Item (Optional)  3A Placer County 2021 Redistricting Map Alternatives | Al
Supervisorial Districts

Comments Good morning, as a licensed Forester and educated land use
planner, | strongly urge you to vote for the Hybrid Redistricting
Map, option 2 as provided. Map A is not a fair or equal
representation of Placer County, and is a disservice to the
constituents and communities. | urge either a vote on the only
fair representation Map- the Hybrid 2.0, or a delay and back to
the drawing board. One that preferably and actually includes the
Lake Tahoe communities depicted, which appear to be excluded
from all map alternatives. Please do not vote on Map A or any
other County provided map alternatives.

Attach a document Field not Completed.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From: Scott Marlin

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Boundaries
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 8:32:01 PM

Please throw out Map A and keep cities and rural communities together.

Scott Marlin -

Rocklin resident

2179 ranch view drive
Rocklin, ca 95765
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From: Shell Bell

To: Supervisor Gore; Robert Weygandt; Jim Holmes; Suzanne Jones; Supervisor Gustafson; Placer County Board of
Supervisors

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please rescind your decision to support map A

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 1:04:57 PM

Dear BOS members,

| am incredibly disappointed in Holmes, Gustafson and Weygandt and your lack of
representation of the people! Y ou 3 clearly do not understand your role which isto listen to
the public. It is more than obvious the corruption that isin the BOS agenda.

The redistricting process has had more twists and turns than aroller coaster and we have seen
gerrymandering and local government overreach throughout this process. And thiswas
supposed to be non-poalitical but when politicians can benefit from it, they will make it
political. I'm glad this happens only once every 10 years!

After hearing from several mayors, past mayors, community leaders and many of the
community in support of the peoples map (Hybrid) you 3 still DID NOT REPRESENT THE
PUBLIC! Y ou should be ashamed!! If it has never been more clear to me and the public the
corruption in our local government. Y ou do not listen to the community and community
leaders and clearly have your own agenda. BOS meetings to set a visual that this story being
told already has an ending written. | encourage you to rescind your decision in supporting
Map A, which has never received ANY support at all!! PLEASE DO THE RIGHT THING. |
am reminding you you are public servants. SO represents the people.

May God be with you.

-Best Regards,
Shelly from Colfax
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From: Shirley / Del

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] redistricting
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 5:17:23 PM

| write to express my displeasure about the way redistricting in Placer County is
apparently being handled. Or mishandled | should say. Our supervisors have been flagrantly
political since I've been here, and they continue their actions during this redistricting
assignment. | am disappointed and disgusted that democracy has been so easily tossed aside.
Do they even know what country they livein? It all seems like such a sell-out, not a
compromisein sight. | am ashamed of this county.
Shirley Gerstenberger
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From: Coach Steve

To: Beverly Roberts

Cc: Megan Wood; Supervisor Gore; Robert Weygandt; Suzanne Jones; Supervisor Gustafson

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please do the right thing and redistrict according to the Map B2-P1C Hybrid map the people want
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 8:42:53 PM

Please don't contribute to the further decline of American democracy by moving forward with
a self-serving redistricting map for political / personal benefit.

George Washington could have been the king of America but he was a great person and
stepped down after two terms because he knew it was right for the country and the people.

Please do what is right for our people and our county. Will you be able to sleep at night
knowing you made a self-serving choice instead of doing what is best for the people? Will you
wake up and ponder if you made the wrong decision for the wrong reasons?

Please, please do the right thing here. It's not too late. Please pick a map that makes sense for
how people want to be represented.

Regards,
Steve Johnson, District 3
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From: Tori Connolly

To: Megan Wood
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting maps
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 1:51:49 PM

Not to late to throw out the gerrymandered map A. Please find your better selves and reverse your decision to adopt
Map A.

Victoria Connolly
223 Dairy Rd
95603

Sent from my iPad
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From: Vivian A

To: Megan Wood

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Redistricting request

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 8:54:19 AM
Hello,

| respecfully request that our Placer County Board of Supervisors throw out Map
A and keep cities and rural communities together.

Sincerely,
Vivian Aizpuru
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From: Wayne Nader

To: "Lisa Larkin"; "Amber Beckler"; Jane Christenson; Dennis Decelle; Clayton Cook; EJ Ivaldi
Cc: "Julia Sweeney"; Sue Colbert; Megan Wood; Todd Leopold

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Redistricting Commission Requested 4th Map - Hybrid 2.0

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 1:32:06 PM

Let me echo that concern, especial in light of a totally new map (Map Z)
suddenly appearing now with absolutely no public review or input that could
be adopted by the board on Tuesday. Since the county staff maps were
released in October this process has been an absolute mess and this last
minute move just adds to what a debacle this redistricting has been in Placer
County. The public deserves better!

From: Lisa Larkin [mailto:lcubed2004@yahoo.com]

Sent: Saturday, December 4, 2021 1:04 PM

To: Amber Beckler; Jane Christenson; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle; Clayton Cook; Steve Pedretti
Cc: Julia Sweeney; Wayne Nader; Sue Colbert; Megan Woods

Subject: Re: Redistricting Commission Requested 4th Map - Hybrid 2.0

Hello Placer County Staff!
| just reviewed the staff report for the December 7th redistricting packet.

Why are the Hybrid 2.0 options not included? They were evaluated and presented by staff as
valid maps that met the requirements and presented to the BOS at the last meeting. There was
overwhelming support from the public for these maps.

The agenda calls for the possibility of rescinding map A and selecting from the other maps.
Since you have aready presented the maps as viable to the BOS, they should have been
included in the staff report.

Thank you,

Lisa

Sent from Y ahoo for iPhone

On Tuesday, November 23, 2021, 8:24 AM, Amber Beckler <zagnut@hotmail.com> wrote:

Hi County Redistricting Team,

At the final public hearing on Nov 10th, the commissioners voted unanimously to
recommend Maps A, C2, the Hybrid map and a 4th map to the Board of
Supervisors for the November 30th public hearing.
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The commission asked us to come together to develop a 4th map that integrated
elements of the county generated maps A and C2 along with the public
generated Hybrid map plus "tweaks" based on feedback received during the
hearing from residents and the commissioners. Since the meeting between
County staff and the community-based collaborative map team was cancelled,
we went ahead and developed the 4th map which truly is a "unicorn map" that
balances all feedback.

The 4th map is called Hybrid 2.0 and is included in the attached package (with
two options). The Hybrid 2.0 map key highlights are outlined below.

Baseline requirements met

e Meets all state and federal requirements

e Achieves population parity of 5% or less deviation

e Adheres to County driven criteria to the extent possible

e Takes a regional focus representing the diverse mix of rural/ag and
suburban/city along with planned growth in the next 10 years and
recognizes specific plans

e Aligns Communities of Interest, preserves distinct neighborhoods and
follows census designated areas, preserves cities

e Balances districts with incorporated and unincorporated

e More compact districts and eliminates carve-outs and minimizes peninsulas

Integrated feedback from community leaders across the County

e Keeps Lincoln, Rocklin, Loomis whole
e Preserves Roseville across 3 districts
e Aligns Loomis with Newcastle and Penryn and kept together
e Preserves West Roseville Community of Interest
e FEach district has unincorporated and incorporated population and
preserves strong rural/ag presence
e Sunset Area Plan is contained in one district
e District supervisor span of responsibility is balanced across cities, rural
areas and specific plans
On behalf of the collaborative public map team, we greatly appreciate that the
public feedback is being included and recommended to the Board of Supervisors
in this 4th map (Hybrid 2.0). Please reach out if you have any questions.

Sue - if you can please share this with all of the commissioners.
Megan - | will send a separate email with you on copy to all of the supervisors.



Dennis - | can send you the GIS boundaries under a separate email.

Sincerely,
Amber Beckler





